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by a majority of twenty-eight to fifteen, affirming that

although Mr. TUSON was wrong in antedating the tickets,
" they did not consider such conduct to have proceeded
from corrupt or unworthy feeling." Thus, foiled again
and again, a general court of the governors of the

hospital convened, and a committee was moved for by
Mr. TusoN’s enemies, under the pretence of inquiring into
the general management of the hospital. The committee,
which consisted of persons the majority of whom were ad-
verse to Mr. TUSON, was appointed only by a majority of one.
There were fifty-three for the appointment of the committee,
and fifty-two against it. Mr. BOND CABBELL, who was in the

chair, would have voted against it, so that the numbers for

and against Mr. Tusox would have been exactly equal. When

this committee made their report, they did not assert anything
against Mr. TUSON, but only that it was essential to " har-
monious action amongst the medical officers " that he should

resign. The proceedings of this committee may be judged
of by the facts that they wfre defended by Mr. SHEDDEN, who
refused to answer or notice or refute the charges brought
against him, that the matron left the hospital at a moment’s
notice, and the chaplain, Mr. LAING, resigned in disgust. All

these things went on, it must be remembered, while Mr.
,TusoN was bound down by pecuniary difficulties. Mr. ROWDON

assumes upon the simplicity of his readers so far as to assure
them that in wishing Mr. TusoN to resign Mr. DE MORGAN
and his friends desired that he should have time, when released
from his onerous hospital duties, to retrieve his affairs. Mr.

ROWDON naively insinuates that by having house-pupils, being
a lecturer on anatomy, having a share of his fees as hospital
surgeon, and that consideration with his patients and friends
which his hospital position afforded, would only plunge him
deeper and deeper into difficulty, and they wished to relieve
him by depriving him of these troublesome sources of income.
They succeeded, as we have seen, in their loving intentions,
and Mr. TusoN’s effects came to the hammer. We would

further remark that all the observations we have made on

Mr. DE MORGAN’S conduct, and on the treatment received by ’,
Mr. TusoN, are founded on printed and uncontradicted state- II
ments. In January and February last, Mr. DE MORGAN was
our unprovoked and libellous assailant. In our own defence,
we have been compelled, painfully and reluctantly to show
whether his vaunted claims to superiority of conduct and of
feeling have any substantial foundation. He volunteered to

bear testimony against the principles on which this journal for
upwards of thirty years has been conducted. Having thus
challenged criticism, what right has he to complain, if the

principles which have regulated his own actions are now

subjected to a scrutinizing analysis?

To the Governors of the Middlesex Hospital.To the Governors of the Middlesex Hospital.
GENTLEMEN,&mdash;A letter which I have received from the Secre-

tary of the Middlesex Hospital, dated the lst of the present
month, inclosing a copy of a resolution passed unanimously at
the weekly board of the previous day, compels me to appeal to
your justice against their proceedings.
The following is a copy of the resolution :-
’’ That the weekly board having entered into a minute

investigation of the charges made against Mr. Tuson, which
were delivered to him on or about the 19th instant, and having
on the 23rd instant heard the evidence and such statements as
he afforded in reply thereto, and having also met on the 30th

instant to receive Mr. Tuson’s further defence, and the addi-
tional papers and documents which Mr. Tuson said he should
then be prepared to deliver, but which meeting Mr. Tuson did
not attend either personally or by his friend :-and having also
considered the statement in writing sent by Mr. Tuson in his
defence, unaccompanied by any documents or letters, and also
the evidence, have arrived unanimously at the conclusion, that
Mr. Tuson has beenguilty of gross misconduct, and that further
measures are necessary on the subject; also that the general
court, specially announced for the 13th proximo, with a view
to come to a decision hereon, be recommended to pronounce
Mr. Tuson dismissed from the office of surgeon to the
hospital. "

In order to enable you to come to an accurate decision on
the subject of my complaint, allow me to call your attention
to my case as it stood before the charges of the 19th of
November were preferred.

In November, 1845, certain complaints were made by Mr.
Campbell De Morgan to the medical officers of the hospital,
with reference to my conduct with regard to granting tickets
for the admission of two of my pupils, named Lewis and
Seager, to the Anatomical Lectures. The medical officers
submitted those complaints to the then treasurers, for their
adjudication; adding to them certain other complaints with
regard to alleged irregularities on my part with respect to
hospital payments, which, it was said, I had neglected to make
for others of my pupils, particularly Mr. Hicks, Mr. Lane, and
Mr. Batley, contrary to my agreements with them. The
treasurers, after taking the matter into consideration, con-
demned my conduct; but expressed an opinion that "no
further proceedings were advisable."

I must remark here, that I had on the 9th of May preceding
resigned my office as lecturer. No further complaint could
proceed from my conduct in that capacity; and the treasurer
considered my resignation as induced by a desire to avoid the
publicity of these irregularities, and as an atonement for them.
This mode of regarding my conduct did not suit the views of
the medical officers, who were anxious to procure my dismissal
from the hospital ; they therefore prosecuted me for these iden-
tical charges before the weekly board under the bye-laws of the
hospital, putting forward Mr. Campbell De Morgan as my
accuser. The decision of the court, by a majority of 28 to 15,
was, that " they did not consider my conduct to have pro-
ceeded from a corrupt or unworthy feeling." At the general
court of the hospital in February, 1847, the committee was
appointed by the influence of the party who has been most
hostile to me, to enquire into the government and general
management of the hospital. My first offence to this com-
mittee was my refusal to comply with their intimation that I
should resign my office of surgeon. This produced a statement
in their report that my resignation was essential to the welfare
of the patients, the harmony of the medical officers, and the
restoration of the medical school. But though they could not
compel me to resign, they could remodel the constitution of
the weekly board, so as to place amongst its most active memo
bers those gentlemen who were most opposed to my continuance
in the hospital. This they effected ; and the consequences were
soon felt by a reiteration of the old complaints before a tribunal
most willing to entertain them. The medical officers who had
before refused to call me in to their consultations, now, on
pretence of the publicity given to their former proceedings (a
publicity occasioned solely by their own acts), refused to meet
me "at any time, or under any circumstances." The new
board, instead of refusing to listen to complaints resting on
charges which had been already investigated, and compelling
the medical officers to perform their duty to the hospital,
came to a resolution, unauthorised by any law of the hospital
with which I am acquainted, suspending me from my office of
surgeon. The General Quarterly Court, held on the 4th of
November last, on a suggestion that other charges were to be
made against me, unconnected with those which had been the
subject of the former proceedings, came to the following reso-
lution :-

" That the minutes be confirmed ; and it is recommended
that a special meeting of the governors be convened for Monday
the 13th of December next, to take the case of Mr. Tuson into
consideration, with a view to come to a decision thereon; and
that the suspension of Mr. Tuson be continued until the deci-
sion of such meeting."
Thus a special meeting of the governors was to be convened

on the 13th to take my case into consideration, on the under-
standing that any inquiry in the meantime was to be conducted
by a committee of ten governors, nve to be named by me, and
five by the medical officers. I had therefore a right to expect
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that the old charges would not again be brought forward, and
that the new accusations, whatever they might be, would be
presented to an impartial tribunal. The zeal of the new
weekly board, however, could not brook this delay, nor could
its members reconcile themselves to submitting my fate to any
other jurisdiction than their own ; accordingly, on the 18th of
November, I received a letter from the secretary to the hos-
pital, informing me that the weekly board was specially sum-
moned for the 23rd instant, to proceed with my case ; to this
were appended eight separate articles of charge against me.
From such a tribunal I felt convinced I could expect no favour.
A perusal of the charges convinced me that I had little chance
of justice at their hands. They comprised the identical matter
of complaint in the cases of Hicks, Batley, and Lane, which
had already been disposed of by the weekly board of the 13th
of January 1846 ; certain disputes regarding fees connected
with those charges, within the knowledge of the medical
officers at the time they preferred them, and which ought to
have been brought forward then or never have been mentioned
at all; and, lastly, two fresh subjects of complaint, which the
industry of the medical officers had created since, and which
will be noticed more particularly in the subsequent part of this
address.
The result of such proceedings before such a tribunal might

be anticipated; and the resolution of the 30th of November
was the consequence. The conclusion at which the weekly
board arrive in that resolution is, that I have been guilty of
"gross misconduct ; " their recommendation to you is to pro-
nounce me "dismissed from my office of surgeon." " I will not

stop to enquire how far this is a course which you can follow
with propriety in conformity with the laws which govern the
Hospital. You will doubtless be properly advised on that
subject before you take any steps in obedience to the recom-
mendation of the weekly board. But with regard to that part
of the resolution which charges me with gross misconduct,
you will pardon me if I detain you for a moment. I rejoice
that the weekly board do not find me guilty of neglect of duty.
They well know there exists no ground for such a charge. I
am glad they do not find me guilty of immoral, or fraudulent,
or corrupt practices. Perhaps what had passed on former oc-
casions interfered to prevent their coming to such a conclusion.
But averdict of "gross misconduct," without specifying in what
or how, was most convenient to adopt, and had the greatest
chance of being confirmed, because it would be the most dif-
ficult to answer. My complaint is that the board does not
specify the particular act of gross misconduct of which I have
been guilty, so as to give me the opportunity to deny or ex-
plain it. Does it consist in the old subject matter of complaint,
which has been again and again brought forward ? If so, I

say at once, most respectfully, I will give no answer to those
charges. It was an assumption by the weekly board of a
power which neither law nor reason warrants, to permit their
reproduction. It is a maxim alike of justice, and public
policy, that no law shall be twice called in question for the
same matter. Who can be safe, if, after a charge has been
once solemnly entertained and determined, the unsuccessful
accuser is permitted again and again to bring it forward ?
What reputation or what courage can be proof against its in-
c essant repetition ? Or what court of justice is that which
permits a man’s enemies to create a court to try him, after
they have failed before the ordinary tribunals ? For these
reasons I refused before the weekly board, and still refuse, to
make any answer to these charges, or anything connected with
them. They have already occasioned me great anxiety and
regret, and have been made sufficiently public to satisfy even
the malice of my enemies.

Is it, then, in the new matters of accusation that the gross
misconduct of which I am found guilty is to be sought ? I
am not afraid of an investigation of them by any impartial
tribunal. They are as follow :-

"3rd. The case of Mr. J. H. Lewis. An outline of the
statement connected with this case is, That you neglected to
pay all proper fees for lectures and other purposes for Mr. J.
BL Lewis, in breach of an agreement previously entered into
with Mrs. Caroline Lewis, his mother, who had paid the
required monies to you for those purposes.

"4th. The case of Mr. J. M. Seager. An outline of the
statements connected with this case is, That you omitted to
pay for all lectures, &c., according to the regulations of the
College of Surgeons and Apothecaries’ Hall, for Mr. J. M.
Seager, although the means had been provided and paid to
you for those purposes."
Assuming the truth of the charges as alleged, how does

it prove that I have been guilty of gross misconduct ? If I

had taken these gentlemen’s money knowing that I was in-
capable of educating them for the medical profession and of
maintaining them in my house, and never intending to make
the necessary hospital payments on their behalf, I should
have indeed been guilty not of misconduct but of fraud. But
if misfortune interfered to prevent me keeping my engage-
ments, or my enemies, by refusing to admit any pupil of mine
to the Hospital Lectures, rendered it impossible I should per-
form them, the omission to do so is not gross misconduct on
my part. I do not enter into the facts here, because I have
stated them fully in the communication addressed by me to
the weekly board through the secretary, and which is doubt-
less entered on the minutes of their proceedings. But this
I fearlessly assert, that but for the improper interference of
the medical officers, Mr. Lewis and Mr. Seager would still
have been my pupils. Under these circumstances I feel I
have a right to complain of the mode in which I have been
treated. It was a breach of good faith to call me before the
weekly board at all; the enquiry should have taken place
before a less partial tribunal. It was unjust on the part of that
body to prejudice my case by entertaining charges which had
already been disposed of; and it is most improper, as far as
the governors at large are concerned, and most unfair towards
myself, to find a general verdict of gross misconduct, without
particularising in what that misconduct consists. But these
proceedings are of a piece with the whole conduct of the
medical officers, and part of a system by which they are deter-
mined to force me from the hospital. What will the gover-
nors think of their omitting my name from the number of the
Hospital officers in the prospectus of October last ? By whose
authority was this done ? At that time I was as fully a surgeon
of the Middlesex Hospital as Mr. Arnot or Mr. Shaw. Surely,
as far as the Hospital and the Governors are concerned, it is
misconduct more gross than anything laid to my charge, for
any individual or body of men, of their own authority, to pre-
sume to omit from the published list of officers any servant of
the Hospital whatever. If they take upon themselves to ex-
clude without your authority, how long will it be before the
same party proceed to nominate also without your authority ?
If you yield to their dictation in this instance, those who ought
to be your servants will become your masters. I have now
been connected with the Middlesex Hospital for more than
twenty years. The Act of Parliament which incorporates the
charity, gives me a life estate in my office. I am certain that
the Hospital has never suffered by my neglect of duty, nor
any patient in it from my want of care. It is not in point of
fact hinted that there is any such charge against me. Yet for
two years have I been subjected to incessant vexation, because
I do not choose to resign my office to make way for a nominee
of the medical officers. The private transactions of my life
have been ransacked and exposed, and my enemies have even
’condescended to intrigue with, and even to write to, some of
my pupils to furnish accusations against me. How long will
you permit this persecution to continue ? I am happy to say
there are in the profession a large body of honourable men
whose medical education was conducted under my instruction,
and whose confidence and support I enjoy. I owe it to them
not to yield to intimidation or menace, and I look to your
justice to rescue me from treatment which would be a severe
punishment, far greater than any with which I am charged.
I have the honour to remain, Gentlemen, your obedient servant,

E. W. TusoN, F.R.S.
15, Harley-street, December 10, 187.

IT is with unfeigned regret that we, the undersigned former
students of Mr. Tuson, have of late observed from time to
time, in the various medical and other periodical journals,
statements and counter-statements of proceedings that have
taken place at the Middlesex Hospital respecting that gentle-
man and his colleagues, and we cannot but hope that such
may be speedily terminated. This dissension in a public
hospital is not only derogatory to the profession, but is detri-
mental to the poor suffering patients, and likely to prove
injurious to the prospects of our respected teacher, against
whom no one has as yet openly dared to express an opinion
that would tend to show in that hospital a neglect of the per-
formance of duty, unkindness to the inmates, unskilfulness of
treatment, or unwillingness to impart information to the
students: on the contrary, we have pleasure in bearing our
humble testimony to Mr. Tuson’s unwearied assiduity in
having educated, as we believe, upward. of seven hundred
medical men, now scattered in all parts of the world. In theearly part of his career he published anatomical works of the

E. W. TUSON, F.R.S.
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highest importance, and more lately he has applied thi
anatomical knowledge to the practical department of his pro-
fession, thus rendering an essential service both to the public
.amd the medical world, and we sincerely trust that the governors
of the Middlesex Hospital will at once check that feeling,
which to the impartial observer appears more like the persecu-
tion of an individual than an attempt to advance the interests
of a public institution.

S. H. AMPHLETT, F.R.C.S.E., Surgeon to the Birmingham
General Hospital.

JOHN P. W. SYDENHAM, L.S.A., Medical Officer of the
Bicester Union.

JOHN KXAGGS, 2eT.R,. C. S., &c., 1, Jl.fornington-crescent.
J. LARCOMBE, 1I.1;,. C. S.-h;., L.S.A., Langport, Somerset.
JAMES DULVEY, L.S.A., Brompton, Chatham, Kent.
Wii. ALEX. RUSSELL, M.R.C.S.E., St. Albans.
JOHN WiBLiN, F.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., 73, Marland-place,

Southampton.
. W. MINTON BEDDOES, M.D., M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., 1, Ca-

therine-street, Birkenhead.
JOSEPH FRANCKLIN Y,,osu, }1.R.C.S.E., L. S. A., 60, Stam-

ford-street.
ALEX. S. SAMSON, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., Weymouth,

Dorset.
HENRY N. PiNE, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., 10, Circus, Green-

wich.
EDWARD WEIGHT, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., Wokingham.
GEORGE CROZIER, M.R.C.S.E., L. S. A., Hindon, Wilts.
WILLIAM TAYLER, i’vl.R C. S. E., Tywardwretb..
John FORTESCUE KNiGHTON, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., Daw-

lish, Devon.
JOHN Iso", 4I. R,. C. S. L’. , L.S.A., Henly, Z’6aru=ick.
Hu6H DA VIES, Surgeon, 31, Regent-street, St. James’s.
EDWARD 3rmL  TusoN, Assist.-surg. 2nd W. I. Regt.
HENRY JAMES LEWIS, Surgeon, 3, Sheiden-st., Paddington.
HENRY HoDSON RucG, M.R.C.S.E., 15, Broadley-terrace,

Blanciforcl-squq-re.
SAMUEL POTTER, M. R. C. S., Keyingham, Holderness.
JAMES C. OTTAWAY, F.R.C.S.E., Dover.
T. W. L. MARTYR, M. R. C. S. E., L.S.A., Evershot, Dor-

setshire.
RICHARD AXFORD, M.R.C.S.E., Castle-street, Bridge-
water, Somerset.

CHARLES MOORE COLLYNS, Dulverston, Somerset.
THOS. COWDRY, M. R. C. S., Great Torrington, Devon.
GEORGE ROWE, Surgeon, Haverfordwest.
RICHARD REECE, M.R.C.S.E., Walton-on-Thames, Surrey. ’’,
JOHN S. GARLAND, Surgeon, Ottery, St. Mary, Devon. IISAAC FLOWER, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., Heytesbury, Wilts.
WM. PARTRIDGE MILLS, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., Ipswich,

Suffolk.
J. AiREY, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A, 16, Poland-street.
JOHN S. SNOOKE, M. Il. C. S. E. , L.S.A., Colyton, near Ax-

n?inster, Devonshire.
HENRY SMYTEE, Surgeon, Lynn Regis, Norfolk.
HENRY W. Jov. M.R.C.S., Maidstone, Kent.
GEORGE JOHN VINE, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., Hadlow, near

Tunbridge.
ALEXANDER WATKINS, L.S.A., 34, High-street, Mary-

lebone.
WM. GAYE, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., Prospebt-pl., Brompton.

. GEORGE RALPH GILBERT, M. R. C. S. E., L.S.A.
W. VESALIUS PETTIGREW, M.D., F. R. C. S. E., 7, Chester-

street, Grosvenor-place.
HENRY BRUNSKILL, M. R. C. S., 20, Pembroke-pl., Pimiico.
WM. GRIFFITH, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., Lower Belgrave-st.
ROBERT E. GAVE, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., 1, Cambridge-

terrace, Paddington.
HOUGHTON PERKINS, Surgeon, 25, Mortimer-street,

Cavendish-square.
GEORGE ROBINS, M.R.C.S.E., L. S. A. , 31, Bedford-street,

Covent-garden.
I. J. COHAM, 27, Dorset-street, Portman-square.
EDWARD JOSEPH, M.R.C.S.E., 15, Great -,Marylebone-st.
WM. Y. MAYERE, M.D., M.R.C.S.L., Howland-straet,

Fitzroy-square.
ALBERT SMITH, M.R.C.S., L.S.A., Percy-st., Bedford-sq.
CHAS. EDWARD BERNARD, M.D., M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A.,

Weston-super-Mare, Somerset.
ADAM JAMES MOORE, M.R.C.S.E., L.S.A., Reading.

DR. BARNES, of Devonshire-square, has been unani-
mously elected physician to the Metropolitan Free Hospital.

Correspondence.
"Audi alteram partem."

THE APPROACHING ELECTION AT THE ROYAL
COLLEGE OF SURGEONS.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;A paragraph appeared in THE LANCET of Saturday
week, directing attention to the forthcoming election of the
Council of the College of Surgeons. The names of several gen-
tlemen are mentioned as being eligible for the vacant seats. It
is not stated by whom those parties are brought forward; but
as they are all resident in the metropolis, it is not at all im.
probable that they are nominees of the Council.

I believe it is not generally known that by the recent

supplementary charter, Provincial Fellows are equally eligible
with those resident in London; as provided by the following
clause ;---

’’ That from henceforth no Fellow of the said College who
shall not have been a fellow of the same for fourteen years,
or a member of the same for twenty years, and no Fellow of
the said College who at the time of election shall not be in
the bon&acirc; fide practice of his profession of a surgeon, or who
shall be practising as an apothecary, shall be eligible as a

member of the Council of the said College : but every Fellow
or member of the same as last aforesaid, and who at the time
of such election shall be in the 6oMM fide practice of his pro-
fession of a surgeon, and shall not be practising as an apothe-
cary, shall be eligible as a member of the said Council, any
restriction or disqualification in respect of the practice or

residence of such Fellow, or otherwise, in the said letters
patents contained to the contrary notwithstanding."

It is therefore clear that any Fellow, provided he does not
at the time of his nomination practise pharmacy, can be
elected on the Council. Now there are several reasons why
surgeons in general practice should endeavour to elect some
of their own class to the vacant seats.
In the 1st place, the present Council have, by their refusal

to send delegates to the late conference at the College of
Physicians, shown that they are unwilling to lend their aid to
obtain a comprehensive measure of medical reform.

2ndly. They have instituted a separate examining board in
midwifery, the regulations for which show that they still
seek to degrade those who practise this department of
surgery.

3rdly. They have adopted most arbitrary regulations for
the Fellowship towards all who are at present engaged in the
studies of the profession.

4thly. Equally illiberal are they towards all present memo
bers of the College who apply for the honorary fellowship,
requiring them not only to pay a fee of ten guineas, but
before admitting them they insist on their attending at the
College, merely to sign a declaration similar to one they had
previously signed as members; thus causing them a needless
expense, besides considerable inconvenience to their practice.

I know these proceedings have given great offence to several
provincial Fellows, who would willingly co-operate with the
surgeons in general practice resident in London to place men
of more liberal views on the Council; and as more than half
of the Fellows are resident in the country, extensive support
may be expected from them. Indeed so strongly do several
feel on the subject, that it is in contemplation to form a com-
mittee at the ensuing anniversary meeting of the Provincial
Association to take steps to place some of their body on the
Council. In the meantime, if the Metropolitan Fellows in
general practice would nominate some of their body for the
three seats which will be vacant in July, they would doubtless
be cordially supported by their provincial brethren.

I remain, Sir, yours obediently,
May 15, 1854. A PROVINCIAL FELLOW.

THE COMMITTEE OF THE ROYAL FREE HOSPITAL
AND MR. GAY.

[NOTE FROM MR. GAY.]
To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;I have received an important document, of which I
enclose you a copy, from Viscount Ebrington, in reference to
the recent proceedings at the Royal Free Hospital, and have
to request that you will do me the favour to publish it in an
early number of your journal.
In consequence of a request from Lord Robert Grosvenor


